Apphcani 
Serial No, 
Filed 



Jamss D. Praveiz 
10/072,382 
Febraary 6, 2002 
2 of 5 



Attorney's Docket No.: 07S44-494001 /F458 



REM ARKS 



Claims 1-32 were pending as of the action mailed on May 25, 2006. No amendments are 
being made. Reexamination arid reconsideration of the action are reciuesteci in light of the 
following remai'ks- 

The remarks will specifically address claim 1 ; they apply equally to the otlier 
independent claim. For reference, claim 1 as now pending reads as follows: 

1. A method for signing an electronic document, the metliod c()mpri.sing: 

establishing an electronic signatiire appearance for an electronic 
signature, an electronic signature appeai-ance comprising a vi,sual 
niani-festation of a signer's signature on the electronic document; 

determining a bounding region on the electronic document for the 
display of the electronic signature appearance; 

at the time of electronically signing an electronic document, previewi.ng 
the electronic si.gtiatufe appearance in the bounding region, where tlie 
electronic signature appearance can be edited based on a user input after 
previewing the electronic signature appearance and before eiectronically 
signing tlie electronic document; and 

signing the electi onic document with an electronic signature, the 
electronic signature .appearance being included in the electronic document 
sigTicd with the electronic signature. 

Claim 1 recites a method for signing an electronic document. In particular, the claim 
provides for establishing an electronic signature appearance for an electronic signature. In 
reading the claim, tiie difference between the appearan ce and the actual digita l signature (termed 
"elecironic signature" in the claim) must be kept in mind. The appearance Includes "a visual 
manifestation of a signer's signature" (claim 1). The ''electronic signature'' is "\x>de derived 
from the .signed eieetronic document and a given private key" (application, page L "lines 26-28). 

The claim recites tiuit a user can preview tire appearance and edit the appearance before 
eiectronically signing the electronic document. 
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I he vxarniner rehcs on Parry at paragraph {)()3h as disclosing this ItmitatJcn. Hits 
paragraph reads m Us entirety as toliows. 

! J038| Fae electron c s gnature modulo 322 is couhgi td . ■> control 
rinK*iOi-!s. that nianj|i ildte calo edit, append delete, t ». 

clCwlronx s1.4na.u5e 326 iUv^^aJca uUh the eL(.tionio document 324 "he 
^.rnv. 1 > It i.irtta -2^ >s stoicd ui *ht n.oiaois " '0 after being lecened xcai 
the niigcrpnnt scauiiing wrUmg instiTiment 304. 

The examiner states on page 3 of the action that although previewing the signature is not 
specifically disdv-sed, a signature must be previewed in order for a user to detcmiine if an edit is 
desired. Tliis niigiH be pertinent if the eieetronic signature 326 were an appearance, as recited in 
tlie claim, but it is not. 

In Parry, the electronic signature 326 is mentioned only in the foilowing paragraphs, in 
addition to paragraph 0038, which was quoted above: 



[0037 1 1 1-0 coniputiiig device 302 also includes memory 320 that stores an 
electronic signature module 322, an electronic document 324 including an 
eleetTonic signature 326, fingerprint data 328 and a scanner driver 330 that 
drives the scanner 306. 

[{)()41 J The electronic document 324 may initially comprise a paper 
document (not siiowo). If so, the paper document maybe scanned with the 
scanner 306 io create the electronic document 324. Aft«r several' processing 
steps, the electronic signature module 322 affixes the electronic signature 
326 10 the electronic document 324. 

[0049] At block 408, the eiectronic signature modtile 322 creates the 
electronic signature 326. The electronic signature 326 includes a number of 
bits .from which the user's identity and the public key aode 338 can, be 
obiai.ned. Various methods arc known in tiie art for verifying the accuracy 
and aiabL:i-;iiciiy of the electronic document 324 using these, and possibly 
otlK^T , p ieces o -rinfonnation. Any of these methods may be used in the 
process described herein. 

[00.5 1 j Ai block 4 14, the electronic signature module 322 attaches the 
electronic signature 326 io the electrontc document 324 1 'iit^ creates 
eleclvonscalh' signed digital document 324 that nuiy he ts ansnricd 
various parties online. A party reeeivmg the signed document 324 can use 
the electronic signature 326 and the document 324 to verily that a sending 
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party is who they claim to be. Also, the information is used to verify that the 
document 324 has not been altered since the electronic signature 326 was 
applied to the document 324. 

From these pfu-agraphs, the reader learns that a module 322 affixes or attaches the 
electronic signature 326 to an electronic document 324, that electronic signature 326 contains 
bits from which the accuracy and authenticity of the electronic doeuinent 324 can be verified, 
and that the eieclronic signature 326 cm be used to verify that tlie elecm)nic document 324 has 
not been altered after the electronic signature 326 was applied to the electronic docuinent 324. 
The eieclronic signature 326 of Piwry is therefore the "electronic signatui-e" of claim 1, and not 
the "electronic signature appearance". 

hi addition, there is no disclosure of a previewing of the signature in a bounding region 
on the electr onic doeunicnt , as recited in claim 1 . Although the examiner relies on Km for 
disclosing a bounding region, the reHance is misplaced. Kuo diseloses displaying a test signature 
for a credit card transaction along with a template signature, so tliat a store clerk can visually 
compare the two and verify the test signature. There is no disclosure of a bounding region on an 
electronic document to be signed with a digital signatnre, as recited in claim 1 , 

Drawings 

Applicant notes that in the action mailed January 26, 2006, tlie examiner accepted the 
drawings initially filed with the application on Febraary 6, 2002. liowever, applicant submitted 
replacement drawings with the Preliminary Amendment filed on May 28, 2003. Accordingly, 
applicant requests tliat tlie examiner accept the drawings filed on May 28, 2003. 

Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, tiie appUcant submits that all claims are allowable. 
By responding in tlie foregoing remarks only to particular positions taken by the 

examiner, the applicani does not acquiesce with other positions that have not been explicitly 
addressed. In addition, the applicaiit's arguments for the patentability of a claim should not be 
understood as implying that no otlier reasons for the patentability of that claim exist. 
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e apply aiiy charges or credits to deposit account 06-1050. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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